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fire and an issue very near and dear to
my heart. He helped me renew the com-
munity antidrug tax in Kansas City,
which has been so instrumental in
doing research and development on the
antidrug strategies that work—not just
more police, not just more prosecutors,
not just more jail space but also pre-
vention and treatment. Pat Gray was
there helping me as we started one of
the very first drug courts in the coun-
try in Kansas City, as a result of his
help with the COMBAT tax initiative.

Pat adored his family. His wife Bren-
da always patient and smiling, he real-
ly adored Brenda. She climbed into the
roller coaster with Pat Gray in the late
1970s. While she had to hold on hard
during part of the ride, there was never
any question that they were a team
and she was his rock.

His children, Christopher, Donna, and
Lauren, he was their guiding light and
they were his pride and joy. Pat loved
this country. He loved his family. He
loved his city. He loved his friends and
he loved his work. But most of all, he
loved this country.

Pat’s biggest secret, as a sometimes
rough-and-tumble political brawler: he
was an idealist who was inspired every
day by our grand and glorious democ-
racy. He had deep respect for the sys-
tem he worked within. He understood
that in America a good idea is some-
times enough; a good idea helped along
by a professional consultant who was a
patriot.

We will miss you, Pat Gray. We will
miss you, Pat Gray, the patriot.

I yield the floor, and I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

———

KEYSTONE XL PIPELINE

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, this
morning I rise in support of two
amendments that will make it clear to
the American people exactly what this
bill to authorize the Keystone XL Pipe-
line is all about and whom our Repub-
lican friends from across the aisle are
trying to help.

The amendments offered by Senators
MARKEY and FRANKEN would ensure
that the pipeline benefits the American
consumer and the American economy.
Without them, the bill to authorize the
pipeline will benefit narrow special in-
terests, such as foreign oil companies,
not hard-working Americans.

We have heard from several of my
friends on the other side of the aisle,
including the lead sponsor, that the
Keystone bill is a jobs bill and an en-
ergy bill. That may be true, but with-
out Senator MARKEY’s amendment it is
nothing but a Canadian energy bill,
and without Senator FRANKEN’S
amendment it is a paltry jobs bill.
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First, on energy, in short, the Key-
stone bill will allow one Canadian com-
pany to use the United States as a mid-
dleman to ship oil to the highest bidder
abroad. The Canadian o0il company,
TransCanada, refuses to commit to
keeping the crude oil or the refined
products in America. Canadian tar
sands oil is already traveling through
gulf coast refineries on its way to for-
eign markets, and, as the Wall Street
Journal has reported, much of the
crude oil that would flow through the
Keystone XL Pipeline would wulti-
mately be exported as refined product.

Why not add to this bill a require-
ment that any oil products transported
through the Keystone XL, Pipeline be
consumed in America? Plain and sim-
ple, that is exactly what Senator MAR-
KEY’s amendment would do. If Repub-
licans are serious about improving our
energy security, they will support Sen-
ator MARKEY’s amendment.

Second, let’s talk about whether this
is a real jobs bill. Republicans and sup-
porters of the project like to cite that
building the pipeline will support
American industries and American jobs
in iron and steel, but a 2011 analysis by
Cornell University found that 50 per-
cent or more of the steel pipe will be
manufactured outside the TUnited
States.

It is no wonder that even the most
optimistic job projections about the
Keystone Pipeline are a drop in the
bucket compared to just 1 month of job
growth in our country. In the final
tally, the State Department report
says it will create only 35 permanent
jobs.

Why not guarantee in the bill that
U.S.-made iron, steel, and manufac-
tured goods be used to build the pipe-
line? That is exactly what Democrats
have offered in an amendment worked
out by Senators FRANKEN and WYDEN.

These amendments should be bipar-
tisan. Republicans have supported sev-
eral measures in the past. I know many
of my Republican colleagues voted to
ban the export of oil drilled in the
ANWR in Alaska. I hope they will join
us on this amendment as well.

If Republicans oppose us, they will be
making it crystal clear to Americans
that they are on the side of narrow spe-
cial interests instead of on the side of
America’s middle class. They will be
supporting special interests over Amer-
ican jobs.

Let me be clear. We think the Key-
stone Pipeline should not be built, and
there are several reasons for that,
among them that the pipeline may ac-
celerate global climate change. Tar
sands oil is far dirtier than conven-
tional crude oil. Democrats would
much rather see an energy bill that
promotes clean energy sources such as
solar and wind, industries which create
far more jobs, both construction and
manufacturing, using far cleaner en-
ergy than the pipeline.

Why not have a policy that produces
many more jobs with the cleanest of
energy rather than very few jobs with
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the dirtiest energy on the North Amer-
ican continent?

But if Keystone is going to be built,
we think it shouldn’t only benefit Ca-
nadian o0il companies and overseas
steel manufacturers but should actu-
ally benefit average families and the
American worker.

To conclude, I note that instead of a
real energy bill or a real jobs bill or a
real infrastructure bill or immigration
or any bill to address the greatest
problems facing our country at the mo-
ment—the decline in middle-class in-
comes and the lack of middle-class
jobs—for their first proposed action in
the 114th Congress, S. 1, Republicans
have chosen a permit for a foreign oil
company that would create 35 perma-
nent jobs. This is not an opening with
a bang; this is an opening with a whim-
per. It is like leading off a new baseball
game with a bunt.

Democrats can’t change what bills
Republicans put on the calendar, but
our amendments will show a clear and
stark contrast if Republicans vote no.
On these amendments and more, Re-
publicans are going to have to make a
choice: Will they continue to fight for
narrow special interests or will they
work with Democrats to advance
America’s middle class by creating
more jobs and putting more money in
the pockets of American families?
Time and these votes will tell.

I yield the floor, and I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President. I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

———

THE ECONOMY

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, tonight
the President of the United States will
lay out his agenda for the year, but un-
fortunately it sounds as if much of it
will be a rehash of the same stale, top-
down ideas Democrats have been trot-
ting out for the past 6 years: more
taxes, more spending, more regula-
tion—in other words, more govern-
ment. If Democrats could sum up their
agenda in one phrase, it would be ‘‘gov-
ernment knows best.” But the past 6
years have very clearly demonstrated
that government does not know best.
The past 6 years of the Obama economy
have not been kind to American fami-
lies.

It is time for new ideas. It is time to
change the focus from building up gov-
ernment to building up people. Ameri-
cans need more jobs, better wages, and
lower costs for health care, education,
and energy, and the Republicans’ pri-
ority is meeting those challenges. We
want to rebuild the economy from the
ground up and increase economic op-
portunity for every American.
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